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August 25, 2008 

My name is Marilyn Marshall and I represent the silent majority of Manhattan, Kansas. 

I have three concerns that I think have not been heard before. If so, feel free to edit them. 

Primarily, I’m concerned about Federal Government projects which have an appalling 

history of shoddy construction and environmental destruction.  Some of the recent ones 

we know about are the Hanford Nuclear Facility, the Rocky Mountain Arsenal, and of 

course, the New Orleans levies.  Closer to home, soil and water have been poisoned at 

Schilling Air Force Base in Salina, Kansas, and at the abandoned missile site near 

Wamego, Kansas.  The public has little reason to believe that the NBAF Facility will be 

any different. 

My second comment has to do with something that is not addressed, as far as I could tell, 

in the EIS.  I found no discussion of modern day technology in the construction of the 

NBAF.  No solar.  No thermal.  No bio fuels.  No water recycling.  Nothing.  Is it too 

much to ask that a so called state-of-the-art facility address one of today’s most pressing 

concerns?

And my third comment has to do with people, most importantly.  This concerns the 

livelihood of hundreds of farm families that would be threatened just by the mere 

designation of Manhattan as an NBAF site. It could mean financial disaster.  Once 

foreign markets learn of such a plan, it’s likely they would discontinue their purchases of 

Kansas beef, and thus put an end to generations of farm family livelihoods. 

This is the end of my comments. 

Thank you. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's lack of trust in the federal government.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 23.0

DHS notes commentor's recommendation. DHS will document, review and incorporate all appropriate

new and/or revised information for the NBAF final design. 

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern. The potential effects to livestock-related industries is discussed

in Section 3.10 of the NBAF EIS. As noted in Section 3.10.9 and Appendix D of the NBAF EIS, the

major economic effect from an accidental release of a pathogen would be a ban on all U.S. livestock

products until the country was determined to be disease-free.  The mainland sites have similar

economic consequences regardless of the livestock populations in the region. It is beyond the scope

of the EIS to speculate on reaction of foreign markets to the construction and operation of NBAF
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From: rrwcm@uga.edu

Sent: Wednesday, August 13, 2008 4:31 PM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Cc: davison@athensclarkecountyga.gov; lowry@athensclarkecountyga.gov; 
sims@athensclarkecountyga.gov; maxwell@athensclarkecountyga.gov; 
kinman@athensclarkecountyga.gov; lynn@athensclarkecountyga.gov; 
jordan@athensclarkecountyga.gov; hoard@athensclarkecountyga.gov;
herod@athensclarkecountyga.gov; girtz@athensclarkecountyga.gov; 
dodson@athensclarkecountyga.gov

Subject: Support for Athens, Ga NBAF

Department of Homeland Security 
245 Murray Lane, SW Bldg 410 
Washington, DC 20528 

I am writing to urge you to select Athens Georgia as the home for the new National Bio 
and Agro-Defense Facility.  I believe Athens has a lot to offer to you and the staff 
members who will be employed by the facility.  Likewise, the NBAF has a lot to offer to 
Athens.  Athens is a wonderful place to live, rich in community programs, diverse in 
population, and a safe place to raise children.  I have been fortunate to live here for over 
40 years and I have met many people who travel through Athens and then several 
years later find a way to return and settle in our community.  I am certain your 
employees will find Athens a most pleasant place to live!

A public hearing is scheduled tomorrow where your representatives will receive public 
input concerning the NBAF.  Unfortunately, I will be unable to attend.  I have written the 
members of our county commission stating my support. I know that they favor the 
location of the NBAF in Athens.  As you know, Athens is the home of the University of 
Georgia.  As such, it is a place when free discussion of ideas is encouraged.  I know 
you will hear from those who are opposed to the NBAF.  I just wanted to let you know 
that there is also strong support for the NBAF in Athens.  Please give careful 
consideration to selecting Athens.  I hope your final analysis will reveal what a perfect fit 
Athens will be for the NBAF!

Cordially,
William C. Marshall
175 Tamarack Dr
Athens, GA  30605
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.2

DHS notes the commentor's support for the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 15.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.  The economic and

quality of life effects of the NBAF at the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative are included in Section

3.10.5 of the NBAF EIS.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 14.6

DHS notes the information provided by the State Historic Preservation Officer. 
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PD0251

August 23, 2008 

Yes.  Hello. My name is Heather Martinez and I would just like to comment that I would 

be in support of not having this particular program being…becoming available in 

Manhattan, Kansas.  I am a house care provider and know that it’s very important to 

study diseases.  But do not feel that at this time that Manhattan, Kansas would be the 

place to set up this a...government accountability office, where they will be conducting 

these studies with this highly infectious animal disease causing virus.  I think this needs 

to be in a very controlled environment.  And just the literature that I’ve seen just is a little 

alarming and startling.  I do have a packet of information actually that was given to me 

and I do intend to look online to read some more about this but, at this time, I would 

strenuously object to having a facility put out in the heartland. 

Thank you very much. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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From: Cecil Mason [cmason@lawsconstruction.com]

Sent: Friday, August 22, 2008 4:52 PM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Subject: Bio and Agro Defence Facility

To whom it may concern 

I support the National Bio and Agro Defense Facility coming to Flora Mississippi.

Cecil Mason 
Project Manager/Estimator 
Laws Construction Company Inc. 
EMail cmason@lawsconstruction.com 
PH. 601-933-1990 
Fax 601-933-1960 
Cell 601-624-2241 

________________________________________________________________________
Laws Construction has had this message scanned for viruses by Message Labs. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1514



 

NYD001

1|26.0

2|8.1

1|26.0

cont

Masterson, Hannah

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 26.0

DHS held a competitive process to select potential sites for the proposed NBAF as described in

Chapter 2, Section 2.3.1 of the NBAF EIS.  A multi-disciplinary team of engineers, scientists, lawyers,

academics and communicators from the departments of Homeland Security, Agriculture, Health and

Human Services, and Defense reviewed the submissions based primarily on environmental suitability

and proximity to research capabilities, proximity to workforce, acquisition/construction/operations, and

community acceptance. Ultimately, DHS identified five site alternatives that surpassed others in

meeting the evaluation criteria and DHS preferences, and determined that they, in addition to the

Plum Island Site, would be evaluated in the EIS as alternatives for the proposed NBAF. The effects to

the roadways and waterways due to construction were evaluated in Section 3.11.6 of the NBAF EIS.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 8.1

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the adequacy of the utility infrastructure to support the

NBAF operation at the Plum Island Site Alternative. Section 3.3.6 of the NBAF EIS includes an

assessment of the current infrastructure, a discussion of the potential effects from construction and

operation of the NBAF, and the identification of any infrastructure improvements necessary to meet

design criteria and insure safe operation. Should a site be selected for NBAF, any needed

infrastructure improvements to ensure service reliability would be identified in accordance with the

final facility design.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1515



 

Matthews, Dexter

Page 1 of 6

 

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1516



 

Matthews, Dexter

Page 2 of 6

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 1.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement. DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal and zoonotic

(transmitted from animals to humans) diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural

economy.  The purpose of the NBAF would be to develop tests to detect foreign animal and zoonotic

diseases and develop vaccines (or other countermeasures such as antiviral therapies) to protect

agriculture and food systems in the United States.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 18.3

DHS notes the commentor's observations regarding wastes produced from construction and

operation of the NBAF. 

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 9.3

DHS notes NCDENR's air quality concerns.  The potential effects of  NBAF operations on air quality

are discussed in Section 3.4 of the NBAF EIS and includes the potential effects from incineration.

Site-specific effects at the Umstead Research Farm Site are discussed in Section 3.4.7.   Air pollutant

concentrations were estimated using SCREEN3, a U.S. EPA dispersion modeling program.

Conservative assumptions were used to ensure the probable maximum effects were evaluated.

Once the final design is determined, a more refined air emissions model will be used during the

permitting process. The final design will ensure that the NBAF %does not significantly affect% the

region's ability to meet air quality standards.
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 Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 8.3

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 18.3

DHS thanks the North Carolina Department of the Environment and Natural Resources (NCDENR)

for their review and comment on the hazardous waste aspects of the construction and operation of

the NBAF.  DHS is familiar with the inactive hazardous waste site and the CERCLIS sites in the

vicinity of the proposed NBAF location and has reached the same conclusion as NCDENR, that it is

unlikely that contamination that may be present at these sites would impact the construction and

operation of the NBAF.  DHS is also familiar with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Engineering

Evaluation/Cost Analysis for Former Camp Butner and agrees that a site evaluation using instruments

to detect buried, unexploded ordnance (UXO) may be prudent prior to the commencement of earth-

moving activities.       

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 11.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern for the N.C. listing of the Range Road Burn Site.  The NBAF EIS

Section 3.7.7.1.3 describes the state and federal databases that list the Range Road Burn Site. The

N.C. Inactive Hazardous Waste Section includes the Range Road Burn Site on the State Priority List.
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From: Roger Maughmer [roger@simmonsco.net]

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 3:58 PM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Subject: Support of NBAF at Manhattan Kansas

To: nbafprogrammanager@dhs.gov
Subject: NBAF in Manhattan, KS
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Science and Technology Directorate
James V. Johnson
Main Stop #2100
245 Murray Lane, SW
Building 410
Washington, DC

Dear Mr. Johnson,

I am writing in support of the location of the NBAF facility in Manhattan, Kansas.  I have been a 
resident of Manhattan for approximately 33 years and have served on our City Commission and 
held the post of Mayor of Manhattan in 1993-94.  In addition, I have served on the County Law 
Board, Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors, the Riley County Health Board, am a past
President of the Association of the United States Army, and have served in many other volunteer
capacities in our community.

During my years of service in our community I have become well aware that there are always
those who are against nearly everything and they often have the ability to be vocal far beyond
their numbers.  Usually they are the same individuals who are against nearly everything?  Please 
be assured a majority of citizens in this community recognize the benefits as well as realize the
possible consequences of our support of Manhattan as a location for the NBAF.  The cost benefit 
analysis seems to be favorable for our location.

I would like to assure you that a majority of Manhattan citizens view the NBAF facility as being 
essential to the protection of our national food supply.  We all are aware of the extraordinary 
capabilities of Kansas State University to be a viable source of support for this vital research.  I 
feel the synergies offered by our location are limitless, specifically due to the proximity to KSU
and the other research facilities in this general region.

Respectfully Submitted,

Roger E. Maughmer
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.4

DHS notes the commentor's opinion.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.4

DHS notes the commentor’s support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.  The economic

effects of construction of the NBAF at the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative are included in Section

3.10.4 of the NBAF EIS. 

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 1.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement. DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal and zoonotic

(transmitted from animals to humans) diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural

economy.  The purpose of the NBAF would be to develop tests to detect foreign animal and zoonotic

diseases and develop vaccines (or other countermeasures such as antiviral therapies) to protect

agriculture and food systems in the United States.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 8.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.2

DHS notes the commentor's support for the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 2.0

The NBAF’s mission is defensive and would not involve offensive bioweapons research or

development.  The international treaty, known as the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention, to

which the United States is a signatory, prohibits the development, production, stockpiling and

acquisition of such weapons.  DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal and zoonotic (transmitted from

animals to humans) diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy.  The

purpose of the NBAF would be to develop tests to detect foreign animal and zoonotic diseases and

develop vaccines (or other countermeasures such as antiviral therapies) to protect agriculture and

food systems in the United States.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.2

DHS notes the commentor's suggestion. As described in Section 2.3.1, DHS's site selection process

incorporated site selection criteria that included, but were not limited to, such factors as proximity to

research capabilities and workforce.  As such, some but not all of the sites selected for analysis as

reasonable alternatives in the NBAF EIS are located in subburban or sem-urban areas. It has been

shown that modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  An example is

the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown Atlanta, Georgia, where such facilities

employ modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the

design, construction, and operation of NBAF.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 18.2

As discussed in Section 3.13.1.2 of the NBAF EIS, several different technologies are being

considered for carcass and pathological waste disposal.  Table 3.13.2.2-4 provides a brief description

and comparison of the three most likely technologies being considered (i.e., incineration, alkaline

hydrolysis, and rendering).  As discussed in this section, the final design for the NBAF will probably

include more than one technology for the treatment of these wastes.  Factors that may be considered

in making this technology decision include individual site requirements and restrictions, air emissions,

liquid and solid waste stream by-products, and operation and maintenance requirements. 

 

Because the method of carcass and pathological waste disposal has not yet been determined,

Section 3.4. of the EIS (Air Quality) assumes that incineration, the treatment technology with the

greatest potential to negatively impact air quality, will be used to assess the maximum adverse effect.

Similarly, because alkaline hydrolysis would have the greatest impact on sanitary sewage capacity,

the evaluation in Section 3.3 (Sanitary Sewage) assumed that alkaline hydrolysis is used for carcass

disposal.

 

 

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 23.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern. Disposal and decontamination (killing or inactivation of bacteria

and fungi and viruses, respectively) procedures have a long and proven history of effectiveness when

facilities are well maintained and procedures followed.  The NBAF would provide state-of-the-art

biocontainment features and operating procedures to minimize the potential for laboratory-acquired

infections and accidental releases. The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.

Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, identifies the potential for or likelihood of the

scenarios leading to adverse consequences, this analysis provides support for the identification of

specific engineering and administrative controls to either prevent a pathogen release or mitigate the

consequences of such a release.  Section 3.13 of the NBAF EIS describes the processes that would

be used to control and dispose of liquid and solid waste from the NBAF and Sections 3.3 and 3.7 of

the NBAF EIS describes standard methods used to prevent and mitigate potential effects of spills and

runoff. Since the method of carcass disposal has not yet been determined, the effects of alkaline

hydrolysis, rendering and incineration were included in the analysis presented in Section 3.13 of the

NBAF EIS.  Incineration has the potential to affect air quality, so the evaluation in Section 3.4 (Air

Quality) assumed only incineration would be used to assess the greatest adverse effect.  Alkaline

hydrolysis and rendering would have the greatest effect on sanitary sewage capacity, Section 3.3, so

the sanitary sewage effects were determined using these method.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 25.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the NBAF.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's lack of trust in the federal government.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1529



 

Maynard, Linda

Page 1 of 2

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.3

Several factors will affect the decision on whether or not the NBAF is built, and, if so, where. The EIS

itself will not be the sole deciding factor. The decision will be made based on the following factors: 1)

analyses from the EIS and support documents; 2) the four evaluation criteria discussed in section

2.3.1; 3) applicable Federal, state, and local laws and regulatory requirements; 4) consultation

requirements among the Federal, state, and local agencies, as well as federally recognized American

Indian Nations; 5) policy considerations; and 6) public comment.  DHS held a competitive process to

select potential sites for the proposed NBAF as described in NBAF EIS Section 2.3.1.  A multi-

disciplinary team of engineers, scientists, lawyers, academics and communicators from the

departments of Homeland Security, Agriculture, Health and Human Services, and Defense reviewed

the submissions based primarily on environmental suitability and proximity to research capabilities,

proximity to workforce, acquisition/construction/operations, and community acceptance. Ultimately,

DHS identified five site alternatives that surpassed others in meeting the evaluation criteria and DHS

preferences, and determined that they, in addition to the Plum Island Site, would be evaluated in the

NBAF EIS as alternatives for the proposed NBAF. 

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 9.3

DHS notes the commentor air quality concerns. The potential effects of  NBAF operations on air

quality are discussed in Section 3.4 of the NBAF EIS .  Section 3.4.1 describes the methodology used

in assessing potential air quality consequences at each site.   Carcass/pathological waste disposal,

including incineration, is discussed in Section 3.13. Section 3.14 describes the hazard and accident

analysis including site specific consequences.  Conservative assumptions were used to ensure the

probable maximum effects were evaluated.  The final design will ensure that the NBAF %does not

significantly affect% the region's ability to meet air quality standards.  Should a decision be made to

build NBAF and following site selection and final design, a complete emission inventory would be

developed including VOCs and refined modeling performed as necessary in accordance with state-

specific air quality permitting requirements.  

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 11.3

DHS notes the commentor’s watershed and erosion control concerns.  The NBAF EIS Sections 3.6.7

and 3.7.7 specifically describe erosion control options for the Umstead Research Farm Site including

but not limited to grassed swales, retention ponds and pervious surfaces.  Sections 3.3.7 and 3.7.7

describe standard methods used to prevent and mitigate potential spills and runoff affects.

 

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 13.3

DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding migratory birds, endangered species, and other

wildlife in the vicinity of the Umstead Research Farm Site. Sections 3.8.7.1.4 and 3.8.7.1.5 of the

NBAF EIS provide descriptions of wildlife and endangered species that occur in the vicinity of the

Umstead Research Farm Site.  Furthermore, Section 3.8.7.1.5 describes the results of surveys for
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endangered species and potential habitat that were conducted at the proposed Umstead Research

Farm Site. The potential effects of the proposed NBAF on birds and rare and endangered species are

addressed in Sections 3.8.7.2.4, 3.8.7.2.5, 3.8.7.2.5, and 3.8.7.3.5. The potentially impacted areas

consist of disturbed scrub-shrub habitat that has been impacted by a recent clear cut. Approximately

200 acres of scrub-shrub habitat would be retained; along with streams, stream buffers, and mature

forested communities that occur on the property. The Umstead Research Farm Site does not contain

suitable habitat for migratory waterfowl. The EIS acknowledges the presence and importance of

successional (i.e., scrub-shrub) habitats for neotropical migratory bird species. However, given the

disturbed condition of the potential project area and the 200 acres of scrub-shrub habitat that would

be retained, the NBAF is not likely to have significant long-term impacts on these species.  The EIS

indicates that the site does not contain suitable habitat for terrestrial rare or endangered species.

Small headwater streams on site represent marginal potential habitat for rare mussel species that are

known to occur outside of the proposed NBAF site; however, neither these streams nor their required

Neuse River Watershed vegetated buffers would be impacted by the proposed NBAF.   The potential

impacts of an accidental release on wildlife are addressed in Section 3.8.9.  Birds are not susceptible

to diseases that may be studied at the NBAF. Although the NBAF EIS acknowledges the potential for

significant impacts on other species of wildlife in the event of an accidental release, the risk of such a

release is extremely low (see Section 3.14).   It has been shown that modern biosafety laboratories

can be safely operated in populated areas and in areas with abundant wildlife.  State-of-the-art

biocontainment facilities such as the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown

Atlanta, Georgia, employ modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would

be employed in the design, construction, and operation of NBAF. Furthermore, the purpose of NBAF

is to combat diseases that could have significant effects on wildlife. Research at the NBAF would

include the development of vaccines for wildlife that could prevent adverse impacts from a foreign

introduction. 

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 17.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  A discussion of existing road conditions and potential effects to

traffic and transportation from the construction and operation of the NBAF at the Umstead Research

Farm Site Alternative is located in Section 3.11.7 of the NBAF EIS which has been revised to

incorporate revised data.  Based on the revised analysis, traffic associated with NBAF operations

would increase the average daily traffic volume on Range Road by approximatley 2.6% and on Old

Route 75 by approximately 0.2%.  Thus, the increase in traffic from the NBAF would be minor.

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 19.3

The NBAF’s mission is defensive and would not involve offensive bioweapons research or

development.  The international treaty, known as the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention, to

which the United States is a signatory, prohibits the development, production, stockpiling and

acquisition of such weapons.  DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal and zoonotic (transmitted from
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animals to humans) diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy.  The

purpose of the NBAF would be to develop tests to detect foreign animal and zoonotic diseases and

develop vaccines (or other countermeasures such as antiviral therapies) to protect agriculture and

food systems in the United States.

 

Comment No: 7                     Issue Code: 3.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern that the NBAF will not be operated in compliance with the

Animal Welfare Act. DHS and USDA would ensure that the NBAF operation at the Umstead

Research Farm Site will comply with all applicable local, state, and Federal regulations, to include the

Federal Animal Welfare Act and regulations. In addition, oversight of NBAF operations, as described

in Chapter 2, Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS,  will be conducted in part by the Institutional Biosafety

Committee (IBC), which includes community representative participation, and the Animal Research

Policy and Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (APHIS).

 

Comment No: 8                     Issue Code: 26.0

DHS notes the commentor's concerns about long-term funding for the NBAF to ensure safe

operations.  The U.S. Congress and the President are responsible for determining funding priorities

for government programs.  DHS spends funds in accordance with congressional intent.  DHS would

maintain the NBAF and ancillary facilities in compliance with applicable environmental, safety, and

health requirements and provide for safe operation and maintenance.

 

Comment No: 9                     Issue Code: 15.3

DHS notes the commentor's concerns.  Due to the small percentage of the overall population growth

that would be attributed to the facility, the population increase associated with NBAF, which is

discussed in Section 3.10.7 of the NBAF EIS, would have a negligible effect on the infrastructure. 
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 Comment No: 10                     Issue Code: 12.3

DHS notes the commentor's drought concerns and DHS acknowledges the current regional drought

conditions. As described in Section 3.7.7.3.1 of the NBAF EIS, the South Granville Water and Sewer

Authority has 3 to 4 million gallons per day of excess potable water capacity and could meet NBAF's

need of approximately 110,000 gallons per day, currently less than 0.4% of the Authority's total

current capacity.  The NBAF annual potable water usage is expected to be approximately equivalent

to the amount consumed by 210 residential homes.

 

Comment No: 11                     Issue Code: 18.3

DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding waste generated from NBAF operations.  Section

3.13.2 of the NBAF EIS describes the waste management processes that would be used to control

and dispose of NBAF's liquid and solid waste. Specific waste managment implications for the

Umstead Research Farm Site are described in Section 3.13.8.  DHS would ensure that generation,

storage, and disposal of waste associated with NBAF construction and operations would be in

compliance with all applicable environmental, safety, and health requirements; and Section 3.7.7

describes standard methods used to prevent and mitigate potential spills and runoff affects. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.2

DHS notes the commentor's statement. The South Milledge Avenue Site was proposed by the local

consortium in response to the request for expressions of interest and was considered along with the

rest of the responses. DHS's alternative site selection process is described in Section 2.3.1 of the

NBAF EIS.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 15.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern. The number of short-term and permanent jobs are discussed in

Section 3.10. It is expected that approximately 2,700 direct temporary jobs would result from

construction of the NBAF at the South Milledge Avenue Site, with many of the jobs being filled locally.

Approximately 483 permanent jobs, including the initial 326 direct jobs, would result from operation of

the NBAF.  A portion of the permanent jobs at the NBAF will be filled locally and the household

spending by new residents and the operations of the NBAF are expected to indirectly support

additional jobs that will be filled by the local labor force. 

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.2

Accidents could occur in the form of procedural violations (operational accidents), natural phenomena

accidents, external events, and intentional acts.  Although some accidents are more likely to occur

than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances of an accidental release are low.

The specific objective of the hazard identification, accident analysis, and risk assessment is to identify

the likelihood and consequences from accidents or intentional subversive acts. In addition to

identifying the potential for or likelihood of the scenarios leading to adverse consequences, this

analysis provides support for the identification of specific engineering and administrative controls to

either prevent a pathogen release or mitigate the consequences of such a release.  The risk of an

accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.  The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is

extremely low, but the economic effect would be significant for all sites.  As described in Section

3.10.9 of the NBAF EIS, the economic impact of an outbreak of foot and mouth disease virus has

been previously studied and could result in a loss in the range of $2.8 billion in the Plum Island region

to $4.2 billion in the Manhattan, Kansas area over an extended period of time.  The economic loss is

mainly due to potential foreign bans on U.S. livestock products. Although the effects of an outbreak of

Rift Valley fever virus on the national economy has not been as extensively studied, the potential

economic loss due to foreign bans on livestock could be similar to that of foot and mouth disease

outbreak, while the additional cost due to its effect on the human population could be as high as $50

billion.  There is little economic data regarding the accidental or deliberate Nipah virus release.

However, cost would be expected to be much lower then a release of foot and mouth  disease virus

or Rift Valley fever virus as the Nipah virus vector is not present in the western hemisphere.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 26.0

DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding the NBAF.  As described in Chapter 1 of the NBAF

EIS, DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal, zoonotic (transmitted from animals to humans) and

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1534



 

emerging diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy.  The NBAF

would enable research on the transmission of these animal diseases and support development of

diagnostic tests, vaccines, and antiviral therapies for foreign animal, zoonotic and emerging diseases.

By proposing to construct the NBAF, DHS is following policy direction established by the Congress

and the President.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative in favor of the

Plum Island Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative in favor of the

Plum Island Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.2

DHS notes the commentor's support for the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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McCallum, Margaret
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 7.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the visual effects of the NBAF at the South Milledge

Avenue Site, which are described in Section 3.2.3 of the NBAF EIS.  DHS recognizes that the NBAF

would be a distinctive visible feature and would alter the viewshed of the area.  Nighttime lighting

could be mitigated with the use of shielded lighting and/or shielded fixtures that direct light

downwards and can be used to keep light within the boundaries of the site and use of the minimum

intensity of lighting that is necessary to provide adequate security.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor's watershed concerns.  The NBAF EIS  Section 3.13.4 describes the

Waste Management processes that would be used to control and dispose of NBAF's liquid and solid

waste.  Sections 3.3.3 and 3.7.3 describe standard methods used to prevent and mitigate potential

spills and runoff affects. Section 3.3.3.3.4 describes the Middle Oconee WWTP's influent limits and

NBAF would have to meet the sewage acceptance criteria and pretreatment requirements.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 5.2

DHS notes the commentor's statement. The South Milledge Avenue Site was proposed by the local

consortium in response to the request for expressions of interest and was considered along with the

rest of the responses. DHS's alternative site selection process is described in Section 2.3.1 of the

NBAF EIS.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor's interest.  The NBAF EIS Section 3.7.3 describes the water resources at

the South Milledge Avenue Site alternative.  Based on the current design, no direct Middle Oconee

River impacts are anticipated.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 13.2

DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding the proximity of the South Milledge Avenue Site to the

State Botanical Garden and wildlife populations. As indicated in Sections 3.8.3.2 and 3.8.3.3 of the

NBAF EIS, construction and normal operations of the NBAF would have no direct impact on the State

Botanical Garden.  The NBAF would affect primarily pasture areas that have low wildlife habitat value

due to their disturbed condition, lack of native vegetation, and lack of wildlife food and cover. The

forested portion of the South Milledge Avenue Site along the Oconee River is a high value riparian

wildlife corridor that connects the Botanical Garden with Whitehall Forest. However, impacts to the

forested riparian area would be minor (0.2 acre), and these impacts would occur within the existing

pasture fence-line in areas that have been disturbed by grazing.  The high value forested riparian

corridor would be preserved; and therefore, the proposed NBAF would not have significant direct

impacts on wildlife dispersal between the State Botanical Garden and Whitehall Forest.  Mitigation

measures would include  low impact development (LID) techniques, BMPs, and a stormwater

pollution prevention plan; which would minimize the potential for adverse stormwater runoff impacts

on aquatic species. The potential impacts of an accidental release on wildlife are addressed in

Section 3.8.9.   Although the NBAF EIS acknowledges the potential for significant impacts on other

species of wildlife in the event of an accidental release, the risk of such a release is extremely low

(see Section 3.14).   It has been shown that modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in

populated areas and in areas with abundant wildlife.  State-of-the-art biocontainment facilities such as

the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown Atlanta, Georgia, employ modern

biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design,

construction, and operation of NBAF. Research at the NBAF would include the development of

vaccines for wildlife that could prevent adverse impacts from a foreign introduction. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1541



 

________________________________________________________________

_______  
Grady Thrasher, III, Co-Founder 

NO BIO-TERROR LAB IN ATHENS - 8-
14-08
Posted by: Kate on 08/15/2008 09:24 PM  
Updated by: Kate on 08/15/2008 10:20 PM 

Expires: 01/01/2013 12:00 AM 

Last Meeting with NBAF Officials at UGA 
Mahler Auditorium Brings Out Hundreds to 
Have Their Say
Thursday, August 14, 2008 

Summary
Two sessions were held: one at 12:30pm to 4:30pm and one at 6:00pm to 
10:00pm. About 250 people attended each session. Three panelists gave a short 
presentation after which about 20 minutes were given to members of the audience
to question them. They gave their answers. Then the public comment period began
in which some 60 people (total) stood at the mike and made their points. 
Instructions were given for speakers to direct their comments to the panel of 3 (a 
representative from each of the agencies: USDA, NBAF and EIS Committee). Name 
and affiliation of each speaker was an option and so some comments below were 
not identified. All comments which were limited to within 3 minutes each, “were 
recorded and will be considered within the final Environmental Impact Study 
document to be published in the fall of 2008 along with the choice of location.” 
Quotes may not be exact but rather paraphrased due to poor acoustics in the 
auditorium.  My comments are given at the end of this document.

Quote:
“The Executive Summary and the body of the EIS (Environmental Impact Study) 
statement contradict each other. How can this be? The Summary is all most people 
have read including our local elected officials and newspaper reporters because 
everything said or written about the environmental impact in the Executive 
Summary is positive and yet the body of the 3-inch EIS document states numerous 
risks in all chapters. What are we to believe?” Grady Thrasher, originator of NO 
BIO-TERROR LAB IN ATHENS movement, a grass-roots organization composed of 
Oconee and Clarke residents in opposition to the Lab location in Athens. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information provided by the commentor. 
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Quote:
“Athens is an excellent location for this lab with it’s scientists and collaboration of 
research.” Clarke County Commissioner Doug Lowery. 

Quote:
“Where will you get the water?” A question from an opponent of the NBAF which 
resulted in a standing ovation and loud applause from the audience. 

Quote: “I have trouble with what to say. I am proud that the people of Athens can 
have their say in a meeting like this and respect each other. But what if we did no 
research? Could we survive an invasion of a deadly virus? “ Doc Etheridge, 
Athens/Clarke Chamber of Commerce President. 

Quote:
“If we don’t have sufficient water here, then why are we still on the short list as a 
possible location?” Lady concerned about the droughts here and how much will 
citizens have to conserve to allow the bio-lab to have what it needs. 

Quote:
“UGA has an obligation to the people of Georgia to protect our source of food from 
an outbreak. We are now eating food from all over the world and we could have all 
kinds of bugs coming to our shores. We need protection.” A gentleman 
representing Dr Michael Adams, President of UGA. 

Quote:
“We don’t need a Level 4 bug lab here. It is a perfect target for a suicide terrorist 
attack.” From a lady who read an article of a female of Eastern decent currently 
arrested and on her person was found detailed maps of the Stature of Liberty, Fort 
Detrick and Plum Island where the present NBAF Lab is located. 

Quote:
“The Lab located in Athens would spur more growth. It would promote and 
enhance some 230 companies in this area that are presently involved with the 
study of life sciences.” From a gentleman who owned one of the companies. 

Quote:
“There is always a risk with any endeavor. This lab is no different.” From the Vice 
Present of Georgia Power. 

Quote:
“After having done a lot of research, I am comfortable with Athens as the 
location.” Clarke County Commission Chairwoman Heidi Davison holding the Draft 
EIS 3-inch document with numerous colored markers projecting along the edge. 

Quote:
“Of the 8 pathogens listed that will be studied, why are only 3 used as the upper 
boundary of risks? And what about the other 40 or so human diseases that could 
result from a possible release?” Cathy Prescott, wife of Grady Thrasher and co-
founder of NO BIO-TERROR LAB IN ATHENS.  

Quote:
“You say that the infrastructure will not be overburdened with the 326 more 
employees that will move here. With our drought and sewer situation, I truly find 
that hard to believe.” Another resident that has been told to conserve water and 
sewer use.  

Quote:
“Seems to me it would be wise to not put a lot of risk under one roof. Can this 
facility have several locations of smaller buildings?” Public comment, name 
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unknown.

Quote:
“In the body of the EIS document, the phrase ‘normal operation’ is used 
frequently. Just what is meant by a normal operation? And when is an operation 
‘abnormal’ and unacceptable? And what criteria is used to classify ‘normal’ and 
abnormal’?” Grady Thrasher, Co-founder of NBTLIA. 

Quote:
“The location will destroy the bird population because of the affects on birds of 
bright lighting at night. The botanical gardens was built at the present location for 
a reason – it’s proximity to the river, the green pastures, the forest and all wildlife.
I do not believe that you have considered the damage to wildlife in general that 
this lab would do. Please choose the Mississippi location as your ideal area.” From 
a naturalists living in the area. 

Quote:
“The EIS did not state the pros and cons of the damage to the Oconee River nearby
and from which we get our drinking water further upstream. The banks will be 
destroyed by erosion; the ground water will be disturbed by dynamite blasting for 
the underground portion of the huge building. It is the worst case for the 
environment and yet not much is said about the impact on the environmental in an 
environmental impact study.” April Engle, director of Rivers Network, main office 
located in Athens. 

Quote:
“ The Athens location is truly the worst selection. The climate is mild and humid 
with an extremely high insect (mosquito) population for most of the year, 
excellent conditions for an airborne release of a deadly pathogen. In addition there
are hundreds, even thousands of animals on private farms all around. Instead of 
ideal, Athens is the worst location.” From a cattle farmer and resident in the area.

Quote:
“I have worked at Plum Island in the lab and they have absolutely an airtight 
procedure for the maximum safety. I still collaborate with them today in my work 
here at UGA. This would be an excellent opportunity for many graduate studies as 
a spin-off of the NBAF Lab.” From a scientist working in a lab at UGA. 

Quote:
“I am affiliated with the UGA Research Enterprise and have seen the interaction of 
the State and private entities working together on many types of research. The 
structure and network for that is already in place and would give a jump start to 
the collaboration of many life science studies in the area. The Research community
welcomes the Lab here in Athens.” Mike Cassidy. 

Quote:
“The State of Georgia welcomes the study of infectious diseases for animal 
agriculture in this vicinity. It will be an asset for animal disease research.” 
President of Georgia Agribusiness. 

Quote:
“My wife and I represent the average citizen who is busy going to work, raising a 
family, educating the little ones and do not have time to dig into all the voluminous
information you have presented. It is too much to digest for the average person. 
We are not part of a consortium, nor do we have any powerful politicians among 
us. We are making an effort to reveal the hidden truth in all you say and publish. 
We cannot believe you would place out community at risk and keep the public in 
the dark. It is irresponsible to say the least. If Athens is chosen, we will sue; we 
will fight it every step of the way. It is obvious that a majority do not want that lab
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here. The best location is Plum Island.” Grady Thrasher.  

Quote:
“My question is about the mission of the NBAF. I’m reading quotes from scientists 
who represent other health institutions. They all refer to research on animal, 
plants AND HUMANS. The NBAF does not include research on humans. Just what is 
your mission?” Cathy Prescott wife of Grady Thrasher. 

Quote:
“My comment comes to you from another viewpoint – the ‘feel’ standpoint. I 
believe we should re-thing our application of applied industry to our agricultural 
endeavors. We should ask ourselves, do we need a defense against agriculture? I 
was raised on a 100-acre farm and it is no industry.” Tom Jenkins, retired from an 
Environmental Research career. 

Quote:
“I applaud what you are doing and the careful consideration you have given for the
selection criteria.” From a female wearing a shirt with the letters: ‘bio-safety 
trainer’ and said that she is a member of the National Bio-safety Board. 

Quote:
“I am a building contractor and do most of my business in Clarke County although 
I am a resident of Oconee County. I looked at my young son and decided I had to 
speak out against this thing. I could not betray him and his future. I made a 
promise to him that we will fight it – even with massive opposition on the site. You
had better take us seriously and build this thing on Plum Island.” From a speaker 
wearing a shirt with the letters ‘Peace is priceless.’ He received a standing ovation 
from the audience. 

Quote:
“These level 4 Labs are built with many layers of protection, yet the scientists are 
laying their lives on the line to protect our nation. I worked at Plum Island and I 
felt safe.” Paul Smith, a UGA researcher. 

Quote:
“I worked at Plum Island and I know the work can be done safely in a close knit 
neighborhood. The collaborative effort here is spectacular.” John Fisher. 

Quote:
“I am an oceanography and do a lot of world travel. I read all of the EIS document.
This nation desperately needs the animal disease research.” From a UGA professor.

Quote:
“I am here to represent Senators Isakson and Chambliss who are in favor of 
building the BAF lab here in Athens.” Lady in black. 

Quote:
“This lab’s construction and presence will not be good for the banks of the Oconee 
River. The River is critically damaged at some junctions and we are trying to repair
it. Any disturbance in close proximity will surely have an adverse impact on its 
vibrancy.” Dr Brenda Rashleigh, Ecologist with the US Environmental Protection 
Agency in Athens. 

Quote:
“Nothing I have heard here tonight has convinced me that Athens is the best 
location. I brought up the lack of sufficient water and not one politician present 
tonight even mentioned that issue. They have spoken as if we’ve had no drought, 
as if water is no problem, as if the infrastructure is no problem (we don’t have the 
sewer capacity for such a big demand). I think you are hiding the truth and the 
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politicians and the powerful at UGA are trying to keep us in the dark. If you take us
serious, you will put our concerns in the final report and take us off the list.” A 
resident of the county – name not known. 

Quote:
“I am a strong proponent of selecting Athens as the right location to build the 
level-4 Lab. We need the NBAF to replace the Navy School that we are loosing.” 
Paul Chambers, CEO of AT&T in Athens. 

Quote:
“The potential benefits are outstanding and the environmental impacts are 
minimal. Any venture of this nature requires that you weigh one against the other 
and make a decision.” Male – name unknown. 

Quote:
“I’ve heard pros and cons and I can understand both positions. My concern is that 
we are loosing beautiful areas like this to development every day. When is enough 
enough? Lets put our energies together and preserve the 67 acres to enjoy now 
and for the many in the far future.” Dr Pat Priest, Oconee County resident. 

Quote:
“You speak of transparency to promote trust. Transparency here is a joke. It is 
always human nature to cover up the real agenda or facts especially if the issue is 
controversial.” A lady dressed in blue jeans and blue shirt. 

Quote:
“Could you tell me why all the 5 sites that were selected for the short list are 
located in the South. Have you got something against our many years of economic 
prosperity down here? If Athens is chosen or any of the 5 is chosen, the quality of 
life in these places will be put on hold and eventually go down. Tourism will turn 
sour. Retirees will stop coming here. And you get the opposite of what you were 
aiming for. The prestige you are seeking will dissolve. I am disappointed in our 
politicians. \the place for such a lab is at Plum Island.” From an Oconee County 
resident.

Quote:
“I have 2 concerns. 1) the monetary benefit and 2) the trust issue. I oppose this 
because somebody has pandered to you for the money if you decide to bring it 
here. I suspect that UGA proponents have indirectly bribed you for a decision in 
their favor thus we have trouble trusting your motives.” A white male – no name 
given.

Quote:
“There has been no show of community acceptance to this lab being located in our 
community. If it is the location of choice, you can be assured we will fight you in 
the courts all the way and until the end.” Matt Degennaro, Clarke County resident.

Quote:
“I’ve been listening carefully to all that has been said here tonight. What is 
prominent to me is that you are not trusted. Government agencies will tell you one 
thing and do another. We don’t believe that it will be safe nor will it be a boon to 
the economy. We can’t depend on what you’ve written or your word.” From a 
retired university professor, Dr Cook, a resident who moved here from New York 
for a better quality of life.  

Quote:
“Our county officials have asked us to conserve water by taking short showers 
every other day, flush our toilets less often and collect water in rain barrels for our
plants. And they have the audacity to turn around and offer our water to locate a 
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Level 4 lab here that will use 200,000 gallons per day!” From a 23-year old UGA 
graduate student. 

The above is not a complete list of all comments made nor a list of all the 
commentators for the 2 sessions. The NBAF official at the meeting will have in his 
possession a complete recording of the entire evening including all comments so 
that they can be made a part of the final version of the EIS to be published before 
the end of 2008. 

If submitted before August 25, 2008, additional comments can be made and sent 
to

Mail: 
U S Department of Homeland Security 
Science and Technology Directorate 
James V Johnson 
Mail Stop #2100 
245 Murray Lane SW 
Building 410 
Washington, DC 20528 

Web site:
http://www.dhs.gov/nbaf

Telephone:
1-866-501-NBAF (6223) 24 hour toll-free 

FAX:
1-866-508-NBAF-(6223) 

My observation: 
*** UGA is the driving force behind this effort and they had all their forces out at 
the 12:30pm early session - professional organizations, State departments heads, 
faculty professors, research professors, politicians and others who depend on UGA 
for research. 

*** At the second session that began at 7 pm on the same day, fewer UGA 
professionals and more of the environmental preservation advocates and even a 
mother with 3 small children concerned about their future, attended.  

*** As the afternoon and evening wore on, the opponents became more verbal 
with significant issues that had not been explained in the publication and with 
questions that had not been answered. The final statement from the opponents 
promised to sue Homeland Security and the UGA if Athens is chosen and others 
promised to “stand in way of the bulldozers.” 

Personal Experience 
*** Having worked for CDC for 10 years and for the U S Environmental Protection 
Agency for 20 years, my experience has been that all government officials will 
make a pretext of giving the public what they call “public input” to help them 
decide if the action they are about to take is fair and then ignore the input. By law, 
they must give the public a 60-day comment period, but have you noticed how 
they failed to advertise adequately at the beginning of the 60 days and before you 
know anything about the action that is about to be taken, the 60 days are up.  

*** Federal officials like to have the power players on their side, be damn the little
guy. Since most of our State and Federal powerful politicians are proponents, our 
comments and concerns will mostly be ignored. They will not be added to the final 
draft verbatim, but will be addressed in a general fashion so as not to sound 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the impact of a pathogen release on the local

population, livestock industry, businesses and infrastructure.  The NBAF would be designed,

constructed, and operated to ensure the maximum level of public safety and to fulfill all necessary

requirements to protect the environment.  Chapter 3, Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS,

investigates the chances of a variety of accidents that could occur with the proposed NBAF and

consequences of potential accidents, including releases due to weather events.  The chances of an

accidental release are low.  Although some “accidents” are more likely to occur than others (e.g.,

safety protocol not being followed), the chances of an accidental release based on human error are

low in large part due to the design and implementation of biocontainment safeguards in conjunction

with rigorous personnel training.  For example, as described in Chapter 2, Section 2.2.2.1 of the

NBAF EIS,  all laboratory staff would receive thorough pre-operational training, as well as ongoing

training, in the handling of hazardous infectious agents, understanding biocontainment functions of

standard and special practices for each biosafety level, and understanding biocontainment equipment

and laboratory characteristics.  Appendix B to the EIS describes biocontainment lapses and

laboratory acquired infections.  Laboratory-acquired infections have not been shown to be a threat to

the community at large. As set out in Chapter 3, Section 3.14.3.4 of the NBAF EIS, employees and

contractors will be screened prior to employment or engagement and monitored while working,

among other security measures. In addition, oversite of NBAF operations, as described in Chapter 2,

Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS,  will be conducted in part by the Institutional Biosafety Committee

(IBC), which includes community representative participation, and the Animal Research Policy and

Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (APHIS). Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for

the design, construction, and operations of the NBAF, site specific protocols would then be developed

in coordination with local emergency response agencies and would consider the diversity and density

of populations, including institutionalized populations, residing within the local area.  The need for an

evacuation under an accident conditions is considered to be a very low probability event.  DHS would

have site-specific standard operating procedures and emergency response plans in place prior to the

initiation of research activities at the proposed NBAF. DHS believes that experience shows that

facilities utilizing modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be

employed in the design, construction, and operation of the NBAF, would enable the NBAF to be

safely operated.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 7.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding development of the South Milledge Avenue Site which

is described in Section 3.2.3.  The visual effects of the NBAF at the South Milledge Avenue Site are

also described in Section 3.2.3 of the NBAF EIS.  DHS recognizes that the NBAF would be a

distinctive visible feature and would alter the viewshed of the area. Nighttime lighting could be

mitigated with the use of shielded lighting and/or shielded fixtures that direct light downwards and can

be used to keep light within the boundaries of the site and use of the minimum intensity of lighting that

is necessary to provide adequate security. Section 3.5.5.3 addresses operational noise impacts
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associated with the proposed NBAF. Minor noise impacts would result from an increase in traffic and

operation of the facility’s filtration, heating, and cooling systems. Section 3.5.5.3 describes noise-

attenuating design features that would minimize noise emissions. In the event of a power outage,

operation of back-up generators could have a short-term impact on wildlife by discouraging utilization

of immediately adjacent habitats. Routine operations at the NBAF would not be likely to have

significant noise effects on the surrounding community.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 10.2

DHS notes the commentor's noise and visual effect concerns.  The NBAF EIS Section 3.5.3

describes the potential construction and operational conseqences from noise effects at the South

Milledge Avenue Site. DHS recognizes that the NBAF would be a distictive visible feature and would

alter the visual aesthetics of the area as described in Section 3.2.3.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 9.2

DHS notes the commentor’s concern for air quality. The potential effects of  NBAF operations on air

quality are discussed in Section 3.4 of the NBAF EIS and includes the potential effects from

incineration.  Site-specific effects at the South Milledge Avenue Site are discussed in Section 3.4.3.

Carcass/pathological waste disposal, including incineration, is discussed in Section 3.13.  Air

pollutant concentrations were estimated using SCREEN3, a U.S. EPA dispersion modeling program.

Conservative assumptions were used to ensure the probable maximum effects were evaluated.

Once the final design is determined, a more refined air emissions model will be used during the

permitting process. The final design will ensure that the NBAF %does not significantly affect% the

region's ability to meet air quality standards.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 5.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives including the South

Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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